Under this head we feel ourselves compelled to include the subjects of the paper whose title precedes these general remarks. Although we have been long acquainted with the pathological doctrines advocated by Mr. Carmichael on the "origin and nature of tuberculous and cancerous diseases," and have perused the present illustration of them, we confess that we feel as if he had rather added to than aided in removing the obscurity which we were happy in the prospect of believing was becoming daily less and less, through the scientific investigations of other pathologists on these diseases.
To those who have had opportunities of studying pathological anatomy, more especially the heterologous formations, which comprehend the tuberculous and cancerous, a very few remarks will suffice to point out the fallacy of the doctrines maintained by Mr We must now take our leave of Mr. Carmichael's essay; and, if the tone in which we have treated it should appear to carry with it more than merited censure, we seek no other grounds of justification than those we have already offered, viz. the importance of the subjects, the novelty of the views, and the incomplete, inaccurate, and unphilosophic manner in which they have been investigated, and offered for the instruction of the profession. The author's rank and standing in the profession, and his acknowledged reputation as a surgeon, give an importance to his views and opinions, whether for good or evil, which claims the attention of the guardians of the press. It is for this reason that we have bestowed so much notice on this pamphlet; looking to the eminence of the author rather than the value of the work.
